FCC had gone beyond his initial attempt to shift blame in the
wake of learning of the Norfolk bid error, or involved more than
choosing among and discarding drafts cof bid sheets in the process
of getzing to a final bid. ¢ nc time did Ms. Hamilton infcrm me
thaf she had possession of cr access to dccuments cr other
evidence regarding the Norfolk bid or its aftermath. Alter

listening to Ms. Eamilteon'’s concerns regarding the bid error an
the ensuing events cf January 23, 1996, and her ceoncerns that Mr.
Easton might attempt tO blame her for the error, I assured Ms.
Hamilzon that I knew her werk for SWG had always been
prcfessional and ccompetent, and that I would be will 'qc te
crovide her with lerters of referenc= for future employment. We
tnen Zdiscussed perscnal matters for a few minutes until Ms.
Hamilzon i1ndicacted she needed tc get to her bank befors 1t
clcsed, and we parted I then rezurned to the Executive
Commizzee meefilng

1c My meezing wiihh Ms. Hamilten tcok place afzer the
tidding error had kbeen examined by PCS 2000 and 1ts counsel fcr
thrse Zavs, and afzer the walver request had been filed with tne
FZZ. I knew Ms. EHamiltcn had nct keen in SMG's cffices since the
clzse c¢? business cn January 23 and, therefeore, could nct ke
awarzs ¢f the facts uncovered, the determinaticns macde, or the
dcceumenzs £iled with the FCC, afcer that date. In addiciorn,
beczuse cf the relatively general nazture of Ms. Hamilton’'s
SITaTsmenIs te me, I understcced her statements to relate Lo event
Cr acztilzns cther than the sgeciiic cres she thecught she was
ZringIing to wmy attenticn. Tnerelore, my interpretaticn of whats
Ms. Zzmilzcon was re2lating ©C Tme was lnflgencec both by my
Tercezticn as to tnhe currency o her kaowledge relative to my
Swr., 2nZ zv omy gocc Zattn oeliel that PCS 2000's walver recues:
na22 rscuciated anyv pricr ilmzutaticn ¢f blame te the FCC and hacd
aidrssssd, and ackncowledged rasgensinility for, the bidding
errcy Tor examp_.e, &t tne time Ms. Eamilton told me Mr. Eastcen
nzl Li2l o zne FICZ alzexr learning ¢ the Nerfeclk bid, I thoucnht
sne wzg relfsrring T Mr. Eastcon's initial televnonic claim ¢f FCC
errcr, wnizn I pelieved had since been repudiated by PCS 2000’s
walver rsguest. I adiditicn, I perceived no mazerial
lnIZnsistencias fetween wnat Ms. Hamil:tcn told me on January 2§,
1322, anc tne rereseniatilins Ln tne walver request PCS 20C0 had
ZileZ witn the FCZZ ezrlisy Thnat dav Iz sum, notninc I the=x
Tercerve Ms. HamilIcn T2 Ze saving implicated PCS 2000 or Mr.
ZasTcorn oLToany acT: Tzt nad nct peen arrrorriately addresssed
v PIE 112775 alre walver reguesz. )

SL. I wWanT T max2 c.ezr tnat I did nct consclously aTiempt
I avIll razelving any iniItrmaticn Ms. Hamiloen may have had with
T2zarz T tne Nexriclx £l or L1is alzermath. I initiated the
cancars zZ, 1332 meeTing Cetween Ms. Hamilton and me, and &id sc
alzexr Ms. Milszein nacd alerzsZ me that Ms. Hamilton harq STTrong
nezztive Zeliels ragariinT Dot tne respensikilicy for the
Ncrizla zid and Mr. Zasztzon’s aco.cns in the waka of cha: cid 3y

W



accommedating Ms. Hamilton's reguest to move te the privacy of my
office, I provided a setting conducive to full disclosure of
sensitive information. I did not put any time limit on Ms.
Hamilton’'s presentation of her concerns; the only limitation on
the length of our meeting was her own schedule. I can recall
nothing I said or did which should have caused Ms. Hamilton to be
concerned that I was anything but receptive to her disclcsures
and accusations. Although Ms. Hamilton indicated she was
concerned that Mr. Easton might retaliate against her, I dicd not
perce.ve that her concerns extended to me. In any event, I tried
tc assuage those concerns by assuring Ms. Hamilton that her
forchrightness with regard to the Norfolk bid and Mr. Easton's
icns would have no negatlve impact on our future relaticns,

—~—

o)

including any employer reference I might be asked to provide with
regard o her. In shert, I tried to indicate that I was
receptive to any disclosure Ms. Hamilton wished to make with
regard to any matters invelving the Norfclk bid, SMG or PCS 2000.
2. fzer Ms. Hamilton provided PCS 2000 with copies of her
declaraticn to the FCC and the cocuments she had maintained, and
aicer reviewed the subseguent repcrt of ude“endeu; counsel, i:
bPecame agparent tc me tha:s there had beern a ificant gag
becweer. what Ms. Hamilton thcucght she was coqvey’nc Lc me during
cur January 25, 199€ meeting and what I hac then perceived her cc

+~

te celling me.

IN WITNESS cf ti
22tn cdav oI May,

1=



O me

) -

o

-

S
-~
-

N

-

,\
~JL
P
b

otessssod UT sSem
ElUSWT

-

-
7o

[
PET=S

g

'u

a2
T

”
P

-

ca
-

C2 s7%®
Cloloe=1onern=

(ot ty MY ot O or ot (e (L 20 1 o 3 0w ~1o
)y t¢ (D [CVRRE IO S S S TS B U B (IS I VR S R TR O V) [N 1] L0 o= b
O by NS | vty w 19 (L (1 vk 0 n Y@ «v 11 0O
g b b (1 (0 Cqpet ¢t )y DY of ju (D ey O et e O M oR n S0 nN
v b Y fu 00 O [ n b o b o WYl (LS RSN W
(b -~ In IR R RCYES I e Il G 0 Wy gy et gl i} -b4 =
) w ) [ 14 0§y -y gy ISR (TR TS I ) I [ R EE 6 ® 0O (1~
(1 4 NP SIR (VRS MR & B IO IR TR IR L R T B | tn b €
Ul e oty fu th 1 ). nw RIS H MmN 3 0 th O D 0
) TR S T £ B0 IR YU [ O Y U= v 'h [EEe IR} cr
(n ) " fu o1 () b’ N O W nks Yy O o g w ] 0 R
RSN T O 3 My [ATR R S RIS BRI & I 1) I M ¢ B - mDLe< 0
HO BTN IR VTR B R B 8% Sy g O o fu [T} a]
) $1 (M ~ O Yy et O (D O (O O~ ) 8] [ RNONN )]
O Ve n ot O 3 [EE B U | thtg (D Vit fu (a3 e ] o [oRN VRN OoRN g}
RIS B < IO 0n « n - DO wiH+o0O A fu =g O
(1Y Gy oy v ) o3y o (tani r ) ) i ON e} L] ljt—*(b:!
b ot Sy Wm0 0t 153 Mg @M dr-WU < oH e 22 L
SIS IRCANS Gy (LY oo g Y O crZod o0 ‘U4 (D o
Ul O 0 2 - [ MR B O PRSI { ] () *<; (L1 w ot Q)N [N )] NS0
cf [SE [s VR B R V)] S M0 M 3 K 3 W) w @ n a
(1 b 1} (1 ' 3 0 t S A O ®® 0'D'o ([ ~ 0 ~ 1t OM
RS URS) oy s Y O r 0 Y M 0D (r~ (31~ e M H (L
O QO o (SR VI ¢ MY (b Y 9] (RS = - n
[ 7 B I T | [N TS B I (1 {n §n vt (1~ () v w0 O fL \o?:i o
M ! (b 14 b2 (D - Oy b n b (r oy ooty \0 O ;3 T
() ) n - (B VIS »‘ 1S IS oy (L. RORRe 1] [{ 18] O\ RN AN R
O 13 0 O 1Y o O f O PP b g L H ) Oy B ~ trorr
ty - Iy n fu SERS EE IR RS | th () u [RE A O [oule
w0 v [SEEETE (v TS fuoer ot £ 0o g 3 oS ] 1]
D 9 " D (D f (1 (D {1yt "y Cyb=2 442 fu (D Mo ra -4 o<
" [y M O [N O 40 Wt L =S \D = z [{ s}
PO I VR ST (2, 7y (i ¢t [ T IS M )} o4 0 =W <4 M 310
(TS NS B B < 0 H W n'y . w H om0 9 B < [\ON
(1 fu e fu O =< oy LIy U U fu £ Mmoo~ e} ® t{ (D
oot g ty v e D~ b oyt g ¢t g 4 n Wl (@] ty = £, ¢
0 14 §) [ (' oy |5 RS BT AN ISR (7 pe ot f (& n ~ 3
2y < (D (M M 3 W L fu DM O Ot oH (KD (M 7 -~
w0 wn fu 1 t{ ot [¥e) ) N YD 9] [o IS MR 1] £ or <1t O
Y R () T L3 0 oo On: ) (RS M { O 1+ o - hore 0
oL e O o3 omaliyoiiy ~ T b 2 Y n £ 143 9] - O
M3 L~ e o BN LS BT IO BRI OV kel Sl 4 w oA O M W r 8] = 3
oY v 00 ct o bt RS I RIS e RS w 03
[R8 (6 B (] AR S o I S R w DO O I'h ISR R il s £ P uNLE™
(LU M o 0 ® O thld Inth O (L Ve} £ w40 MO 0 b D fu =
M ® D W v 03 ™0t 3 a0 fu g A (OO ct (bt O -
Y=y v 3 (Ve £ (0 43 th Uy (Lt w cr (!) oy 3 r 71 0O
O i < o0 = =My O0 O+ R DBOMXZ 6] o
(D @ (r wm o < M 30D (SO BN I ol mmOrg( g) € 3Oy
iy O e D€ O ol oor ot (1 (LE O v ~ i< o L
3w g < o~ ® i3 O n s -0 w33 rht i 0! n o
. (D = (0 M nwnw-~ - £ 0l T7TWn M 3 Jn0a
)] < 0 L = {1 19 U tn D - =M1 0O0 o) W Lt
¥ (1T 10y MW a N m~ Wm0 4 o) 3
40 (1« 3 O oY S ct LR N aae B NS non N
- fu O N 5o oWl Mmoo .5 (M 7ty ct 710 b th o o]
O Ly el thO OO or o LDe amomon fu 1 0 =)
: P b o rh (e ~ Ly < i ot tn (b 0 (r g
L O [ERE e ST VI 3 n iy o0 0 STV E KKinn 0 I8 | (8
(y (113 Yy g g g - 3% ct 1) (r M Qb b Fhob- n
34 0 n @D+ D O ooy M r o~ 1t O O 7 3 ty 3 0
o0 o0 [ (R [N (@] (S L 0y b m®O i (@] K
o g v 1= o (D O @O 0 = = e O
o M 1) {n cr 1 43 ~ (D o
oY 0 0. 0 @

TED

cI5o OSTER

|8

g au3a

.

-~
- .

eI
n

v

30 SP
‘I

‘0002 S24
sI=um
‘ouy ‘G
uo 1

sse I
(WDOWS W)

pe

a1
AzZenuep

jelal=
e
‘€2
Twey "7 eTY3ulkd

-

v -
[PERS
-

13
JO s3T
‘3661

!SMOT]O] S® ©3B1S pu® 8XB[O8pP Agsasy

-

c 3y
2

-

I
NOILYEY]

(w0002 S3du)

edax
oM

‘O92BW UeS UT S8OT

-t
~euad Ispun ‘U0l

- -
-t

DUPR UCTIE

wans

I

‘Aznlzed 30 A

D.SDd puegpecag a3yl I03

O ucTes

-
=4



5. Because of the late afrernoon hour and the neecd to
depcsit my final SMG paycheck before my bank closed for the
weekend, I did not seek to extend my meeting with Mr. Breen.

7. When I sukbsegquently received a copy of PCS 2000's
"Reques: for Expedited Waiver cr Reductlion of Withdrawal Pernalty”
("Waiver Request") from the FCC staff and reviewed it, I
erronecusly assumed tha“ the Walver Reguest had been prepared and
filed with the FCC after my meeting wizh Mr. Breen, not before.
The ccrncerns I expressed tc the FCC staff about the Walver
Reguest were based on that erroneous assumption, and the FCC
staff dié not alert me as to the correct seguence of events.

Furthner, I was not aware cf the correct seguence of events or its
significance az the time I called Mr. Lamcso to make him aware cf
my cctservations and beliefs regarding the January 23, 1588
Eidding error and its aftermatzh, and to inform him that I had
orovided the FCC with kcth my declarazicn cf Janhavy 24, 1956 and
the dccuments I hacd rescued from the cifices ¢ SMCG. In
additicn, I still was not aware cf the Waiver Reguest-meezing
seguence or 1its significance at the times I was interviewed 1o
ccnneczicon with the preparation.ci the rspor: of Young, Vogl,
Harlick, Wilscn & Simpscn, LLP ("Independent Counsel") Ead I
beer. aware thatz the Walver Recuest had been preparsd andéd filed
Zefzre Ty meezing with Mr. Breen, my concerns regarding Mr.
Breen’s reacticn tc cur meeting would have been substantially
Crfizvrent thnan they were thnrough the time of the interviews
ccnduczed kv the Inderzenden:t Ccocunsel

2 I am maxing thls Ceclaraticn with the expectation
that 12 will be submitted tc the FCC and become a part of the
reccri in o any proceeding/s) inwvelwing Mr. Breern, PCS 2000, SMG,
Romolusg Telecommunications, Westa2l, L.P,, Mr., Easton, cor anyv of
~onem.

IN WITNZESS WHZIREZICE, I nerezy alfix my signature o tihis
Declarazizcn thnis Qo¢*éay of May, 1357

Lol LT

vnthia L. Hamilton
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